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Jim Keddington appeals pro se from he district court’s judgment dismissing

his action under the Federal Tort Claims Act against the United States and United
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States Bankruptcy Judge Glen Clark.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 1291.  We review de novo a district court’s decision to dismiss an action for

improper venue.  Myers v. Bennett Law Offices, 238 F.3d 1068, 1071 (9th Cir.

2001).  We review for abuse of discretion a decision pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 1404(a) to decline to transfer venue.  Jones v. GNC Franchising, Inc., 211 F.3d

495, 498 (9th Cir. 2000).  We affirm.

The district court did not err in dismissing Keddington’s action for improper

venue because the events surrounding his action occurred in Utah, the defendant

resided in Utah, and the district court did not have jurisdiction pursuant to 28

U.S.C. § 1402.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1346 (specifying causes of action to which 28

U.S.C. § 1402 applies).

The district court did not abuse its discretion in declining to transfer the

action because an identical action was already being litigated in the United States

District Court for the District of Utah.  See Jones, 211 F.3d at 499.

Keddington’s remaining contentions lack merit.

AFFIRMED.


